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REMARKS
OF
Mr. A. Stewart, of Pennsylvania,
ON THE TARIFF.

1 had not intended, said Mr. S. 10 say one
word about the Tanff; but | am sirongly tempt-
ed 10 state a fact or two in reply 1o the gen-
deman from Virginia. That gentleman dwelt
entirely on the benefits of foreign trade. He
went aliogether in favor of imponing foreign
goods, and creating a market for the benefi of
joreigners. Would our own agriculiure be
benefitted by a process ke this? Nothing
could more effectually divert the benefit from
our own people and pour it 1n a constan! siream
upon foreignlabor. No American interest was
so much benefited by a protective sysiem as
that of agriculture. The loreign market was
pothing, the home market was every thing, 10
them; 1t was as one hundred to one. The Ta-
nil gave us the great home market, while the
gentleman’s scheme was 10 secure us, at best,
but the chance of a market abroad, while it el-
tectually destroyed our secure and invaluable |
market at home. The gentleman says he is
very anxious to compete with the pauper labor
of Europe. 1 will tell him one fact: Wuh
all the proreciion we now enjoy, Greal Brivain
sends 1nt0 this country eight dollars’ worih of
her agricullural produciiens 1o one dollars’
worth of all our agriculiural producnions (save
cotton and tobacco) that she 1akes from us.

Mr. Baviy. Does the geatleman assen
ﬁl‘.al.?

Mr. Stewart. [ do—and will prove it?

Mr. Bavriy. Then you will prove the re-

terus false which are made by our own Gov-
ernment,

No, sir; I will prove it by the returns fur-
nished by Mr. Walker himsell in support of the
11! which he has laid before the Committee of
Ways and Meaus. Now, I assert, and can
prove, that more than hall the value of all the
Briish goods imported o this country con-
sist of agriculiural products, changed in form,
converted and manufaciured 1nto goods. And
| wvite a thorough analysis of ihe facts. 1
challenge the gentleman 1@ the scrutiny. Take
duwn all the ariicles in a store, one after anoth-
er—-estimate the value of the raw materifl, the
bread and meat, and other agriculiural products
which have entered into their fzabrication, and
¢ will be found that one-half and more of their
value consists of the productions of the soil— |
agriculiural produce 1n 11s sirictest sense.

Now by reference 10 Mr. Walker's report, it
will be seen that, for iwelve years back, we
have imporied from Great Brivain and her de-
pendencies annually 52 1-2 millions of dollars |
worth of goods, but csll it 50 millions, while
she 100k of all our agriculiural products, save
cotton and tobacco, less than two and a hall
millions of dollars worth. Thus, then, assu-
ming one-hall the value of her gouds 10 be agri-
culiural, it gives us 25 millious of her agnicul-
iwral produce, 10 2 1-2 millions of ours 1aken
by her, which is just ten to one; 10 avoid cavil,
I put it at eight 10 one. To iest the truth of
his position, he was prepared, il time permitted
w0 refer 1o numerous lacts. But for 1he iufor-
mation of the genileman from Virginia, who is |
so great a friend 10 the poor and oppressed
farmers, | will tell bim that we have 1mporied
vearly, for twenty-six yeas, (~0 says Mr.
Walker's report,) more than ten millions of
dollars worth of woollen goods. Last year we
iported $10,666,176 worth, Now. one-half

_ cess was repeated.
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'a yard of silk or lace, analyze it, resolve it into
its constituent elements, and you will find that
the raw material, and the substance of labor,
and other agricultural products, constituted
more than one-half its entire value. The pau-

per labor of Europe employed in manufacturing

silk and lace got what 1t eat, no more; and this
is what you pay for when you purchase their
goods. Break up your home manufactures and
Lome markets, import everything you eat and
driuk and wear, for the benefit of the farmers.
Oh, what friends these genilemen are to the
farmers and mechanics and labourers of this
COURL y— no, sir, I am wrong, of Great Britain.

Now | ask whether wool 1s not, in the strict-
est sense, an agricultural production? And if
we import ten millions in cloth, is not five mil-
lions of that sum paid, for the wool alone, a
product of British farmers?  As a sull stronger
illustration of his argument, Mr. S. referred 1o
the article of iron. Last vear, according to
Mr. Walker's report, we imported $9,043,396
worth of foreign 1on, and i1s manuflactures,
mostly from Great Britain, four.fifths of the
value of which, as every practical man knew,
consisted of agriculiural’produce—nothing else.
Iron is made of ore aud coal; and what is the
ore and coal buried in your mountains wornh?
Nothing-—nothing at all, unused. What gives
it valuel ‘The labor of horses, oxen, mules,
and men. And what sustained this labor but
corn and oats, hay and siraw for the one, and
bread and meat and vegelables of every kind
for the oiher. These agriculiural products
were purcliased and consumed, and this made
up nearly the whole price of the iron which
the manufacturer received and paid over 10 the
farmers again and again, as ofien as the pro-
Well, is not iron made in
England of the same materials that it is made
of here? Certainly; then is not four-filths of
the value of British iron made up of British ag-
ricultural produce! Andif we purchase nine
millions of dollars worth of Brisish iron a year,
do we not pay six orseven mullions of this sum
for the produce of British farmers—grain, hay,
grass, bread, meat and other provisions for man
and beast—sent here for sale in the form of
iron? He put it 10 the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. Bavry) to say if this was not irue to the
letter. He challenged him 1o deny i1, or dis-
prove it if he could. The genileman’s plan
was 10 break down these great and growing
markets for our own farmers, and give our own
markeis 10 the British; and yet he professed to
be a friend 10 Amencan farmers!! * From
such friends good Lord deliver them 7 One
remark more on this 1opic. Secretary Wal-
ker informs us that the present duty an iron is
75 per cent., which he proposes to reduce 1o
30 per cent., to increase the revenue. ‘Todoihis,
must he not then double the imports of iron ?
Clearly he must. Then we must add ten or
twelve millions per year to our present imports
of tron, and of course destroy that amount of
our domestic supply 1o make room forit. 'Thus,
at a blow, in the single aricle of iron, this bill
1s intended 10 destioy the American markets
for at least eight millions of dollars worth of
domestic agriculiural produce 1o be supplied
from abroad; and this is the American—no!
the British—system of policy which is now
attempted to be imposed upon this country by
this British-hating Admimistration! et them
do i', and in less than two years there will not
be a specie-paying bank in the country. The
people and the Treasury will be again bank-
rupt, and the scenes and sufferings of 1840
will return; and with i, as a necessary conse-
quence, the political, revolutions of tha period.

[Mr. Leaxe said, coiton and tobacco were
agricultural producis.]

Mr. S. certainly; but there are other inter-
ests in this country worth looking afier and pre-
serving besides cotion and wbacco. Bu, no
doubt, the gentleman concurs with Mr. Sec-
retary Walker, who tells us, in bis free trade

snd more of the value of this cloth was made report, which has so delighted England, and
up of wool, the subsistence of labor and other no wonder it has, for he there says we must
sgriculturai producitions. The general esti-  take more British goods, because, il we do not,
mate is, that the wool alone 1s hall. 'The uni-  “England must pay for our ‘breadstuffs™ in spe-
versal custom among larmers when they had cie, and “not having o to spare, she will bring
‘neir wool manufactured vn the shares, was 10 down 10 even a grealer exient the price of our
g ve the manufacturer balf the cloth. Thus we cotton™ Yes, “our cotron”—there is the rub.
inport, and our farmers have 10 pay, for five The North and West must quit work, sell noth-
millions of dollars worth of loreign wool every ing, and bring every thing from Eagland, and
vear in the form of cluth, mosily ihe produc- | send them our specie as long as it lasts, so that
o of sheep feeding on the grass aud grain of  England may have “specieglo spare” for South-
Great Briain, while our own wool 1s worihless, ern cotlon—thai's the plan thus openly and
ior want of a marke'; and this 18 the policy the boldly proclaimed by the Secretary aud his
crmleman recommerds 10 Amencan farmers. followers. We of the North and West mus:
Ves, sir; aud the gentleman 1s not satified with ! send our last dollarto England 10 buy bread

- millions, but wishes 1o increase it o fea and meat, and grass and grain, iu the [orm of
unllions a year for foreign wool.  Will the gen- | iron and cloth, 10 increase the price of “vur cot-
teman deny this? He dare not.  He has de- ton.” We must be “hewers of wood and draw-
clared for Mr. Walker’s bill, reducing the du- ers of water” for Gieal Britain—paupers,
tes on woollens nearly one-hall, with a view slaves, and beggars, that England may have
(0 tnerease the reveuur; ol course, the imports “specie 1o spare” for Southern cotton. This
wu-t be doutled, making the impoit of cloth |18 the undisguised policy and purpose of ihe
swenry millions instead ol ten, and of wool ten ‘Treasury Report. But Mr. S. would say 10
istead of five millions of dollars per annum, these Sowhern geuntlemen: Don't be afraid.

This was the gentlemau's plan 1o lavor lhei You will have your cotton market siill. Eng-
Cirmers, Britush larmers, by giving them the [land must bave your cotton—she can’t do
American market, His plan was w buy every- without it at present. But beware; the time
thing, sell nothing, and get rich. (A laugh.){may come when
Wi was irue as 1o cloth was e-quuliv 1rue s | colton,” and the Somh. n lurn, would cry oul

dds

weverviinog else.  Tuke a bat,a pair of shoes, | for protection.  But the gentleman congratu-
o \

England would not want “our |

‘lates the West with the prospect of an early

repeal of the corn laws. But, in his opinion,
if the corn laws were repealed, the people ol
the West would scarcely get a bushel of their
grain into England on any terms.

[Mr. Bavry. Do you mean what you say,
. that not one bushel will go there ?]

Mr. Stewantr. 1 will answer the gentle-
man, by givieg him Lord Ashburion’s speech
in the House of Lords a few days ago. He

' states that nine-tenths of the grain now impor-
ted in Great Britain is supphied (rom the north
of Europe, although they pay e tax of lifteen
shillings the quarter; while that from Canada
and 1he Unired States, passing throngh Canada,
pays but four shillings. Repeal the duty of
filteen shillings, and will they not supply the
whole? Most clearly they will. The fact is
notorious, that most of our grain and flour now
goes to England through her colonial ports, and
at colonial duties, thus evading the operation ol
the corn laws, while the grain and flour from
the north of Europe must always pay the high-
est duties imposed by the corn laws.  Hence
Lotd Ashburton very justly argues, that
must be overwhelmed 1l the corn laws are re-
pealed, and this great advantage, now enjoyed
by Canada and the United States, of importing
flour and grain at about one-fourth of the duty
paid by the imporiers [rom the Baltc and the
Black sea. Repeal the corn laws—put them
on an equal footing with us, aud is not the
question seutled, and the market lost 1o our
grain and flour in all time to come? Nothing
can be clearer. And yet gentlemen exult in
the prospect of the 1epeal of the corn laws, and
are ready to sacrifice the whole of our manu-
factures and home markets to bring it about.
Such will be the operanon of the repeal of the
corn laws on American agriculture, and such
is the statement of Lord Ashburion, who per-
haps knows as much about the matter as even
the learned gentleman from Virginia. But this
is not all.  This opruion of Lord Ashburion
is sustained by the most intelligent merchants
in Great Britain.  Such is the uniform tenor
of the testimony 1ecently taken belore a select
commiuee of the [louse of Commons on this
subject. Heary Cleaver Chapman, one of the
‘witnesses, and one of the most intelligent men
in the kingdom, says: * Repeal the corn laws,
and the growing trade with Canada an the Wes-
tern States of America will be crushed by the
cheaper productions ol the Baliic and the Black
sea; consequently,” he adds, *America, Cana-
da, and Brniush shipping, would receive a se-
vere and decisive blow™ by the repeal of 1he
corn laws. But sull the gentleman from Vir-
ginia exulis in the prospect of the repeal of the
corn laws, and boasts of the market 1t will open
to our Western farmers, to whom, however, he
will not give one dollar for their rivers and 1m-
provements—not a ceni—but I1s anxious to se-
duce them into this British {ree irade trap; but
he would say to the West, * timeo danaos,”
trust your [riends, aud beware of your enemies.
Look at ihe boasted foreign market, what 1s 1t?
Comparatively nothiag. Look at facts. The
agriculiural productions of the United Siates,
exclusive of cotton and tobacco, 1s estimated at
one thousand millions per year. Our exports
1o all the world amounted last year to $11,195,-
515. Ofthis, Great Briiain took about two and
a hall.  All the rest was cousumed at home.
So the foreign markets of the world amounted
1o 11 millions, and the home market 1o 989
millions.  Yet the gentleman had just pro-
nounced the foreign markets every thing to the
farmers, and the home markets comparatively
nothing. We are 10ld by the genileman, as
well as by the Secretary of the I'reasury, that
if we will reduce our Tariff, England will re-
peal her corn laws, and open her ports to our
bread stuffs to ennch our farmers. Now, sir,
| | beg farmers 1o look at official facts sent us by
this Secrelary a few days since. Look at the
report on commerce and navigation, and you
“will be astonished 10 see that England, Scot-
‘land, and Ireland last year took {rom the Uni-
‘ted Srates 2,010 bushels of wheat, and 35,255
barrels of flour, equal in all 10 178,785 bushels
wheat, not equal w0 the production of a single
‘county in Peunsylvania or Ohio.  England im-
ports about 18 millions of bushels of wheat
vearly. For six years prior to 1843, she im-
ported aunuvally more than twemy millions, and
of this only 178,785 [rom the Uniied States—
not a hundreth part of her foreign supply.—
What an immense market for our bread-stuff!
And would the repeal of the corn laws help
you? Clearly not. It will favor other coun-
tries just as much as it will favor you ; if the
duty 15 taken off of your grain, 1t 15 1aken off
theirs.  So 1t leaves you just where you are;
nay, worse. For we now get a large amount
of grain 10 England through the Canadian ports
(at 4 shilhgs duty, while the grain of Europe
pays 18. Repeal the corn laws, and this ad-
vantage is lost for ever, and our trade through
the Colonial ports is at an end. Clearly then
‘the repeal of the corn laws will be an injury,
‘and a great injury, 10 our farmers on the Cana-
(dian frontier, without iu the least favoring any
body else.

| Last year Great Britain and Ireland 100k of
[all the grain and bread-siufls of the U. Srales,
| whea', rye, oats, corn, flour, ynd meal ol all

kinds, $223,251 worth, not a quarter of a mil-|
lion; and we ook from her $49,684,059 wonh'
of her goods, neatly fifiy millions of dollars.
These are official facis, yet the Secretary of the
Treasury who communicates them says, il we
don't reduce our tariff, and take more British |
goods, England will have to pay us specie for
our breadstuffs. What an absurdity. She takes
|one-fourth of a mllion of our breadsiufls, and |
we take fifiy millions of her goods; yet she,
mus! pay specie for our breadswufl!!  Dut Great
Britain wok in the same year $35,675,859
worth of cotion, yet this cutton growing Secre-
|lary is not satisfied. We of the West musi
break up our markets, send our specie 1o Eng-
Hland 10 purchase wool and other agriculiural
 produce, converted into goods, and support la-
\bor, fed by British bread aud meat, so that |
England may have pleuty of specie 10 pay high
prices for Mr. Walker's covton——farmers must
'be slaves 10 Southern negroes. Farmers of the
West, what say you to this? Will you sub-
mit? Il you do, you are slaves, and you de-
serve it.  But another fact. Our exports of man- |
ufactutes last year, including those of wood,
amounted 1o $13,429,166. Assuming, as in
|the case of British manufaciures, that one-halfl
their value is made up of American agricultur-
al produce, then we export nearly scven anl-
lions of dollars worth of agriculiural produce in
the form of manufactures, which does not glut
or injure the foreign markets, for our flour and
grain, in its original form. ‘T'o use a familiar
tllustrarion : Western farmers send their corn,
hay and oats, thousands of dollars worth, every
year to the Eastern market, not in its rude and
original form, but in the form of hogs aad hor-
ses; they give their hay-stacks life and legs,
and make them trot to market with the [armer
on their back. (A laugh). So the British con-
verted their produce, not into hogs or horses,
bu: into cloth and iron, and send it here for sale.
And, viewing the subject in this light, he could
demonstrate that there was not a Siwate in the
Union that did not now consume five dollars
worih of British agriculiural produce to one dol-
lar’s worth she consumes of theirs. Time
would not permit him 1o go imo details; but he |
would furnish the elements fiom which any one
could make the calcuisiion. Assuming tha
consumption and exportalion are in proportion
to population, then we 1mpoit 50 mulhons ol
Briush goods, and 25 millions——one-half-—-is
agricultural produce. We export to Eugland
agricultural produce (excluding cotion and to-
bacco) 2 1-2 millions. Divide these sums, 25
and 2 1-2 millions, by 223, the number of Rep-
resentatives, and 1t gives $112,108 as the a-
mount of British agricultural produce consumed
in the form of goods in each Congressional dis-
trict; and $11,210 as their export to Great Bri-
1ain of agricultural produce. This gives the
proportion of ten to one.  Yet gentlemen are
not satisfied, and wish stll further to increase
the import of Buiiish goods, and sull further
rostrate and destroy the American farmer and
mechanic and laboning man to favor foreigners.
To shew the effect upon currency, as well as
agriculiure, suppose the gentleman from \'ir-.
ginia (Mr. Baviy) wants a new coat; he goes
to a British importer and pays him $20, hard
money, and hard to get. England takes none of
your rag money. (A laugh.) Away it goes, In
quick time. We see no more of it; as far as cir-
culation is concerned, the gentleman might as well
have thrown it into the fire. 1 want a coat. Igo
to the American manufacturer and buy $20 worth
of American broadcloth. (le wears no other,
and he wounld compare coats with gentlemen on/
the spot. (A laugh.). Well, the manufacturer,
the next day, gave it to the farmer for wool ; he
gave it to the shoemaker, the hatter, an::! black-
smith; they gave it back to the farmer for meat
and bread ; and here it went from one to another. |
You might perhaps see his busy and busthing $20
note five or six times I the course of aday. This|
made money plenty. But where was the gentle-
man’s hard money ! Vanished ; gone to reward
and enrich the wool-growers and farmers, shoe-
makers, hatters, and blacksmiths of England.— |
Now, 1 go for supporting the American farmers |
and mechanics, and the gentlcman goes for the
British—that's the difference. Can the gentle-
man deny 1! ‘There are but two sides in this|
matier, the British and the American side; and the |
simple question is, which side shall we take !
The great struggle is between the British and
American farmers and mechanics for the Ameri-
can market, and we must decide which shall have
it.
Mr. S. would here take occasion to state a fact
that would startle the American people. .

‘The British munufacturers have, al this _mo-}
ment, pueaeasiml.of this Capitol.  Yes, sir, 8
tell vou and the country—one of the prineipal
co.nmitiee rooms 10 this house 1s now, and has
been for weeks,occupied by a gentleman for
merly residing 1 Manchester, England, who
'YLas a vast number, perhaps hundreds of speci-
'mens of goods sent from Manchester (priced 10
'suit the occasion) to be exliubited 10 members
'of Congress to enlighten their judgements, and
'in the language of his leuter of instruction from
| Manchester of the 3d January, '46, accompany-
ing these specimens, v enable them *“‘to arnve
at just conclusions in regard 10 the proposed al-
terntions iu the present ianifl.,” Yes, sir, agents,
specimens, and leners from Great Britain in-
situcting us how 10 muke a tariff to suit the Bru-
ish. Mr 8. here expressed the hope that the

people uf the North would send on specimens

No. 1%

of American manufactures o be also exhibiied
in the Capuol, not only 1o show thewr perfec-
tion and extent, but w correct on the spot the
false representations made by these Maneies-
ter men and their agents in regard wo the eherace
ter and prices of Brinsh and American goois
Speaking of the President's message this Man-
chester letter writer exclaims “a second [Jin: |
come to judgement, a second ichard Cobden,”
and so delighted were they 1w Eoglund wiu
.\h’. “'alke:'s celcl-ralcd lree trade teport 1w
1 was oidered 1o be pimned by the House o
Lords. Aferall this, having our Prestlew anl
Secretary on their side, they ought 10 have
been content, without sending their letters of
istructions here 1o direct us wlat Kind of « -
eifl they wish us 1o pass.  But i their chancel-
lor had sent us a revenue hiil, he could ne
have furntshed one to suit Great Britam bei-
ter than the one lurnished by the Secretary of
the Treasury. Parhament would pass it by
acclamation. Sir Roben Peel understands his
business ; lie proposes w take the duties off
breadstufls and raw matenials of all Kinds used
by their manufacturers, and remove every hui-
den, so as 10 enable them to meet us and bea
us in our own markets and in the markers of
the wurld, where Yankee compention 1s begin.
ning io give them great uneasiness  Last year,
we exported hundreds of thousauds of dullars
worth of cotton goods into the Brinish East [u-
dies, and beat the Briush in their own markers
alter paying discriminating duties unposed 1o
keep us out, first 8, then 0, finally 15 per
cent. In this great struggle, Sir Ronen Peel
comes 1o the rescue; he repeals ihe duty oan
cotion and wool, and bread and mear, and every
thing used by Briush manufacturers 10 enable
them to go ahead in ilus siruggle with the
Americans; and what does Mr. Walker do?
Just the reverse. He proposes 10 1ake off all
protective duties, and nnposes heavy burdens
on the raw materials, dye suffs, &e., used by
our manufacturers, so as effectually 10 prostrate
and break them down. S:r Robent Peel
takes burdens off his steed, while Sir Robert
Walker piles bags of sand on s—ithen crack
their whips—clear the road—a fair race ! (A
laugh.) Such is the difference between DBrit-
ish and American policy, Sir Robert Peel's
present system furnishes powcilul arguments
for adherning to our proteciive sysiem—his
object is not to favour, but 10 beat us; and our
course is not 1o defeat, but to favour Lis pur-
pose. ‘This will notonly be the effect of the
tariffl. proposed by our Secretary, but it is us
open and avowed purpose and design. Is it
not the proclaimed purpouse of the message and
report o increase the importation ol British
goods, and of course, to that extent, destroy
American supply? Does not the Secretary
propose to reduce the protective duties more
than one half fur the purpose of mereasing rov-
enue; and il the revenue is wcreased by redu-
cing duties one-half, must not the imports be
more than doubled? This iy self-evident, and
if you double your imports of foreign goods,
must you not destroy to that exient American
supply? Most certainly, unless the Secretary
can in his wisdom, devise a plan to make peo-
ple eat, drink, wear double as much as they
now do. But where will we find money 1o
pay for them? There's the rub. But siart-
ling and extraordinary as it may appear, our
Secretary, for the first time in the hisiory of the
world has boldly and openly avowed it as the
object of Government to break down and de-
stroy its own manufacturers for the purpose of
making way for those of foreigners. In the
very first paragiaph of his argumentative re-
port, he sets out with staiing that the revenue
of the 1st quarter of this year is two millions
less than the Ist quarter of the last, and that this
has been occasioned by the substitution of highly
protected American manufactures for foreign im-
ports; and this evil, this terrible evil, this Amer-
can Secretary proposes to remedy by reducing
the protective duties, and thus breaking up this
abominable business of ‘“‘substituting domestic
products;” made by American labour out ol Amer:-
can produce, for British goods, made by British
labor out of Rritish produce Oh! but he hates
the British. Now, sir, this is not only the doc-
trine of his tezt, but it runs through his whole
sermon of 957 pages. No wonder it was printed
by the House of Lords: and let our Secretary car-
ry through his bill, and Queen Victoria would
gladly transfer the seals from Sir Robert Peel to
Sir Robert Walker, for he will have rendered her
a greater service than any other man, dead or liv-
ing.

glriut. thisis not only the doctrine of the Treasury
report, but of the message itsell. The revenue
standard laid down in the message aims a death
blow at all American industry. [t sogoests o
kind of “shding scale,” so that whenaver any

' branch of American industry begins o beat the

foreigner, and supply the market, and thareby di-
minish imports and reveaue, tais is evidence that
the duty is too high and onght to be reduced, so
as to let in the foreign rival productions; bat let
the President speak for himself—here is his reve-
nue standard in his own words:

“The precise point in the ascending scallo of
duties at which it is ascertained from experience
that the revenne is greatest, is the maximum rate
of duty which ecan be laid for the bona fide pur-
pose of collecting money for the support ol Gov-
ernment. Tu raise the duties higher than that
point,and thereby diminish the amouat collected,

is to levy them for protection merely, a:nd not for
revenue. As long, then,as Congress may gradu-
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